THE patient, a boy, aged 5, for three months has had a vesicular eruption breaking out symmetrically just above the buttocks. The vesicles are always clear when they first appear in little groups, but are soon broken by scratching, after which they sometimes suppurate. There are pitted scars to be seen. The mother tells me that the child had a similar outbreak on the leg further down two years ago. During the last three months the eruption has been entirely confined to the buttock region. It is bilateral, and has very much the distribution of herpes. There is a family history of tubercle on the mother's side. The boy has a barrel-shaped chest, and I am told that the abdomen has been nmore prominent than it is now. He has shown great liability to catch cold, and rhonchi can be heard, though as yet there are not any signs of consolidation. I shall be glad to hear any criticisms of imy diagnosis.
DISCUSSION.
Dr. S. E. DORE: I suggest that this child's eruption is due to the irritation of the urine on the skin. I showed, about a year ago, a case in which a boy had a similar eruption as the result of nocturnal enuresis, and he is still under my care. On giving him thyroid both the eruption and the nocturnal incontinence improve, but relapse when the drug is stopped. This patient suffers from incontinence of urine at night, and I do not think there is sufficient evidence on which to make the diagnosis of dermatitis herpetiformis: the eruption is localized, it has only been three months under observation, and has only been treated quite recently. The CHAIRMAN: I also have some doubts as to the diagnosis of this case, as I have of any case diagnosed as dermatitis herpetiformis in a patient aged below 12. There are so many possible causes of local infection that one cannot eliminate them, and certainly the lesion here does not seem to be the characteristic one of dermatitis herpetiformis as it is seen in adults. There is a general consensus of opinion that many cases put down as dermatitis herpetiformis in young children are merely infected urticarial lesions, and such I believe to be the nature of the case exhibited. 
